Public reporting burden for the collection of information is estimated to average 1 hour per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Table I , p. 5).
INTRODUCTION
The Kingdom of Thailand lies on the mainland of south-east A:;ia, between approximately 6 degrees and 21 degrees north latitude. The country has a particularly rich mosquito fauna, sharing many species with India and Indo-China in its northern and central monsoon areas, and having a large~falayan element in the more southern provinces. From 1961 to 1967 the Department of Medical Entomology of the U.S. Army Medical Component-South-East Asia Treaty Organization (SEATO) has conducted extensive studies on the mosquito fauna of Thailand, and on mosquitoborne diseases in the country. In the eourse of preparing detailed descriptions of the various Anopheles species encountered in these collections and illustated keys to the species, the authors found it useful to prepare the follo\ving checklist of the Anopheles species of Thailand. It is anticipated that the list will change during the course of \\ork still in progress, but it may be useful for entomologists and public health workers to have a working list for ready reference until the more detailed work has been completed and published. A number of new records of the country are included (Table 1, Discussion: Barraud and Christophers (193 1) noted the variability of the white markings on the hind tarsus of hyrcanus in Thailand. They specifically mentioned that a form resembIing argyropus was present and said that they regarded argyropus as a synonym of nigerritnus Giles. The entire question of the species of the hyrcanus group in Thailand is complex and requires additional study, but the following forms, as defined by Reid (1953) , appear to be present, in addition to argyropus : sinertsis Wiedemann, nigerrimus Giles, indiensis Theobald, peditaeniatus Leicester, lesteri paraliae Sandosham, cra,$ordi Reid, and pursati Laveran. Each of these species will be discussed below. Collections by SEATO in the Bangkok area showed that arg)wopus was most abundant there from November to January. It fed infrequently on man, but more readily on large domestic animals. This is a moderately abundant species over much of Thailand.
Larvae were collected from rice fields, marches, ditches, seepages, and sumps. Distribution in Thailand: Ayutthaya, Chanthaburi, Chiang Mai, Chon Buri, Phra Nakhon (Bangkok), Nakhon Nayok, Nakhon Ratchasima, Narathiwat, Nonthaburi, Pathum Thani, Prachin Buri, Surat Thani, Satun, Udon Thani. Discussion : Several lots of immature specimens were collected by SEATO from falIen split bamboo and bamboo stumps in the northern province of Tak in August 1965. The larval sites were in a forested area along streams at an altitude of 460 to 640 metres. It has since been collected several times in two southern provinces under similiar conditions, but the altitude in the south was from 150 to 320 metres. This species had previously been known from Malaya.
Reid (personal communication) examined a series of the Tak specimens and concurred in the identification. The feeding habits of the species are unknown.
Anopheles asiaticus is apparently rather rare in Thailand, as large numbers of bamboo stumps and bamboo sections were examined over a period of four years before the first collections were made Disrriburion in Thailand: Nakhon Si Thammarat, Phangnga, Tak. Discussiorz: Anopheles harhirostris is one of the most abundant and widely distributed mosq uito species in Thailand. It is found in urban and suburban areas, in agricultural regions, and in forested areas where clearings occur. In the Bangkok area barbirostris was most abundant in the month of December, some time after the end of the rainy season, suggesting a rice field habitat for the larvae, since the fields are at their maximum extent at that time. This proved to be the case, although larvae were also found in a wide variety of other habitats, such as surface pools, sumps, streamside pools, chain holes in logs, springs, water jugs, and rock holes. i;tecorcis ior barbirostris for the Bangkok area and other coastal plain areas of Thailand may be confused with campestris, according to Reid (1962) . In Thailand, burbirostris seems to be strongly zoophilic, although it does attack man at times. Griffith (1955) reported a single malaria infection in barbirostris, but there is no evidence that it is an important malaria vector in Thailand. In southern Thailand, lyengar (1953) found 11.7 7: of barbirostris infected with microfilariae of Bagia malayi.
ANOPHELES (ANOPHELES) RAEZAI

Distribution itz Tlrailaml: Anophelcs barbirostris was found in every province
Ivhere a reasonable amount of collecting effort was expended. It appears to be absent from heavy forest, but may be encountered almost anywhere else in the country. Discussion: The last two records both derive from Causey (1937h). This species was described from a single male specimen reared from larvae found in a tree hole near "Chandburi" (Chanthaburi), According to Reid and Knight (1961) this species appears to belong in the Lophosceionl~ia series Mith asiaticus and cnncnddlei. The original description stated that the type male had been deposited in the USNhl, but the specimen apparently never uas received. Dr. Causey (personal communication, 1966) believes that the type male was lost during shipment, together \vith other of his specimens. Repeated efforts to find additional specimens in south-eastern Thailand have been unsuccessful to date. He reported (mu lxstris from Songkhla: Nonthaburi, and Chon Buri Provinces. Specimens fitting the description of campestris have been seen from many areas of Thailand, some quite far inland. Reid has noted that barhirostris has forms ivhich approach campesrris where the latter species does not compete nith it. The entire question is in need of additional ~iork in Thailand, and \\ ill be discussed in detail elseu here. For purposes of public health matters it is perhaps best to identify specimens as Anopheles burbirostri.s, sensu lutu, unless reared series are available. Larvae were found in surface pools of various sizes, marsh, well, hoofprint, ditch, and sump. The species was taken biting man in several localities, but its vector status for either malaria or filariasis in Thailand is problematical at present. The records listed above all derive from Barnes (1923a). but in his discussion Barnes clearly indicated that his identification was uncertain. Barraud and Christophers also indicate that the identification \j' as uncertain. W' hile it is possible that some member of the gigas complex may occur in Thailand, the present record cannot be regarded as justified, and no specimens of gigas _fi)mto.ws from Thailand are in the USNM collection. LXscrrssion: This species appears to be quite rare in Thailand.
ANOPHELES (.~SOPHELES
)
Disrriburion in
It has been taken in a number of localities chiefly in the southern provinces. Larvae vvere collected in a ditch, and a small number of females \vere collected biting man. This species is 01' some importance as a humans malaria erector in Malaya, but is present in such small numbers in the areas surveq.ed in Thailand that it is probably of no importance 17cr-e. Discussion: This member of the hyrcanm species group is abundant in many areas of Thailand, chiefly in open agricultural land devoted to rice culture. In the SEATO collections it was less abundant than sinemis or 17igerrim:rs, but was taken by a variety of methods, including human and animal biting collections, light traps, and horse-baited traps. The females feed chiefly on large domestic animals. Larvae were collected chiefly from rice fields, but also from marsh, ditch, well, and rock pools. In the extensive Bangkok collections almost all specimens were taken in light traps, and the population had a clear peak in December, well after the end of the monsoon and shortly after the rice paddies surrounding the city were at their maximum stage of flooding. Distribution in Thailand: Ayutthaya, Chiang Mai, Chon Buri, Narathiwat, Nakhon Nayok, Nakhon Ratchasima, Nan, Nonthaburi, Pathum Thani, Prachin Buri, Prachuap Khiri Khan, Phrae, Rayong, Satun, Surat Thani, Trang, Udon Thani.
ANOPHELES (ANOPWELES) POLLICARTS Reid, 1962
Discussion : This relatively rare member of the barbirostris group was collected in the larval stage several times in rock pools and pools in the beds of drying streams under forest cover in southern Thailand. The larvae, pupae, and adults agreed well with the original descriptions (Reid 1962 Anigstein did report collecting it in northern Thailand in several provinces, and in Phatthalung in the south. It is interesting to note that Causey (1937a) did not include j?u\*tkti!is in his list of Amplwles species for Thailand, nor do there appear to be any other records of additional collections, merely entries in species lists based on previous work. It is apparent that there is considerable confusion surrounding the records of Anigstein and Barnes, and A.~fluvintilis is listed here for the Thai fauna with some reservations. The species has been reported from Indo-China and from Hong Kong (Cove11 1944), but the \vhole situation should be reviewed, particularly in view of the fact that this is one of the most efficient malaria vectors known. Since jeyporietwis candidiensis appears to be an important malaria vector in parts of Indo-China, the definition of the forms of jeyporiensis found in Thaialnd is of some importance. None of the specimens seen in this study \i' ere referable to the nominate subspecies. 
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